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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This Office Action is responsive to Applicant's amendment of application 
10/056,241 filed June 30, 2007. The amendment contains the following: 
The amendment contains original claims: 1-30. 
Claims 31-51 were canceled in response to requirement for restriction. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-6, 9-10, 12-18, 20-21, 23-24 and 26-30 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by US Patent 5,940,812 to Tengel et al. (further 
referred to as Tengel). 

Regarding claims 1-2, 4, 6, 9, 13-14 and 17, 20-21, 23 and 26-27, Tengel 
discloses a system and method for assessing and controlling risk in a transaction on a 
computer network having a provider computer, a first client computer and a second 
client computer, wherein the provider computer, the first client computer and the second 
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client computer are in communication there between (Figure 1 ; column 2, lines 24-51 ), 
and 

wherein the provider computer predetermines a set of factors for defining a 
predetermined set of factors (Figure 2A; column 2, lines 24-51; column 3, lines 10-13; 
column 5, lines 3-19; column 7, lines 6-53; column 8, lines 31-40), 

wherein the first client defines factors in the set of factors to create defined 
selection criteria, wherein the selection criteria represents acceptable parameters of the 
first client for the transaction (Figures 2A and 3A-4; column 2, lines 24-51 ; column 4, 
lines 30-35; column 5, lines 3-19; column 6, lines 46-51; column 7, lines 6-53); 

means for receiving a profile characteristic set from the second client, wherein 
the profile characteristic set represents data regarding a party desirous of participating 
in the transaction (Figures 2A and 5; column 2, lines 24-51 ; column 3, lines 10-16; 
column 4, lines 21-26 and lines 60-64; column 5, lines 3-19; column 8, lines 31-40); and 

a risk assessment processor, wherein the risk assessment processor is 
configured to compare the selection criteria to the profile characteristic set and 
determine whether the profile characteristic set comports with the selection criteria 
limitations and providing, from the provider computer to the second client computer, 
information regarding the results of the comparison determined by the comparison 
(Figures 2A-2B and 6; column 2, lines 24-51; column 3, lines 17-20; column 9, lines 11- 
31; column 10, lines 49-56). 
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Regarding claims 3, 12, 16, 18 and 29-30, Tengel discloses means for obtaining 
information from databases existing external to the provider, first and second client 
computers and storing the information in database to be used by the risk assessment 
processor in making a comparison of the selection criteria to the profile characteristics 
(Figures 1 and 2A). 

Regarding claim 5, Tengel discloses a means for monitoring and reviewing the 
status of pending transactions (Figures 2A-2B and 6; column 3, lines 17-20; column 10, 
lines 49-56). 

Regarding claims 10 and 24, Tengel discloses a means for updating the defined 
selection criteria in substantially real-time (column 8, lines 24-27; column 12, lines 5- 
11). 

Regarding claims 15 and 28, Tengel discloses wherein acceptability status 
consists of one of the following group: conditional approval, submit for approval, and 
denied (Figures 2B and 5). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 



Claims 7-8, 19 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tengel as applied to claims 1 and 17 above, and further in view of 
US Patent 6,31 7,727 B1 to May (further referred to as May). 

Tengle does not disclose activating and deactivating clients as part to the 
transaction. However, May discloses activating and deactivating clients as part to the 
transaction (column 2, lines 53-61; column 6, lines 12-25 and lines 62-63; column 9, 
lines 18-24; column 13, lines 61-65; column 23, lines 1-4; column 24, lines 15-37; 
column 26, lines 23-33 and lines 54-62; column 27, lines 3-54; column 28, lines 8-12 
and lines 39-43; column 29, lines 24-43 and lines 55-67; column 31 , lines 36-40; column 
45, lines 46-54; column 48, lines 8-12 and lines 60-67; column 49, lines 1-45). It would 
be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the 
matching of loans per defined preferences as disclosed by Tengel to adapt the use of 
activating and deactivating clients as disclosed by May. The motivation is that in any 
financial transaction, parties are interested in participating with certain other parties, and 
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not interested in participating with other parties. When setting up a model or automated 
preference selection model, it would be obvious to include those parties with which one 
would be or would not be interested in conducting a transaction with, the same of other 
factors and parameters affecting the decision are identified. 

Claims 1 1 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tengel as applied to claims 1 and 17 above, and further in view of US Patent 
6,208,979 B1 to Sinclair (further referred to as Sinclair). 

Tengel does not disclose where first and second client interactively communicate 
in substantially real-time. However, Sinclair discloses where first and second client 
interactively communicate in substantially real-time (column 7, line 65 - column 8, line 
6; column 8, line 59 - column 9, line 7). It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to modify the matching of loans per defined 
preferences as disclosed by Tengel to adapt the use of real-time communication as 
disclosed by Sinclair. The motivation would be that with Internet and global 
communications network, parties have become accustomed to immediate feedback and 
the ability to communicate in real-time to answer questions and address concerns, as 
well as to receive feedback quickly on such transactions as loan status. 

Response to Arguments 

Response to requirement for restriction, no arguments were presented. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Jennifer 
Liversedge whose telephone number is 571-272-3167. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30 - 5 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jay Kramer can be reached at 571-272-6783. The fax number for the 
organization where the application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Jennifer Liversedge 



Examiner 
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